THE DEATH OF THE MONARCHY
The Errors of 1687. Rochester had been dismissed at the
very end of 1686. By the turn of the year, in early 1687, James
was opposed by a growing national feeling. It was the moment
to draw back and temporize: he went forward. Thus it was
consistent that he should allow Catholics to worship in public—
but the Mass so said was intolerable to the large minority of
fanatics and irritating to the great Protestant majority of London.
If Catholicism was to be tolerated it was just that a few of the
religious here and there should have houses and their chapels
in London, but at such a moment it inflamed opinion. His
attempt to impose a head upon one of the Oxford colleges was
also impolitic at the moment. He was well within his rights
when he burned a libel by one Claude, a French refugee, on
Louis XIV, but he did it at a moment when the falsehood of
his subservience to France (the one thing he was trying to
avoid!) was being spread by his enemies. He had raised a
regular force of more than 13,000, less than 16,000 men,
quartered in a camp on Hounslow Heath, and in this he acted
as any Government must act if it is to exist; but he exaggerated
its parades and his visits to it, he favoured a public Mass in Lord
Castlemaine's tent, as many of the soldiers were Catholic, and
he punished a minister of the Church of England, one Johnson,
for circulating a tract inciting the Army to mutiny. All this would
have been just and normal in normal times, but was provocative
in a time of crisis.
Opposition had thus been strengthened when James pro-
ceeded to the main act of his reign—at the critical date when it
would arouse the greatest resistance.
The Declaration of Indulgence (April 4, 1687). On
April 4, 1687, James II published his famous proclamation
establishing equality of all before the law, irrespective of creed,
known as the Declaration of Indulgence. By this act, modelled
on a parallel already established in Scotland, all offices were
thrown open to Dissenters and Catholics alike, all persecution
of opinion under the old criminal statutes was forbidden. The
active Dissenters—a minority of the people—were delighted
and hastened to express their gratitude. But the stumbling-
block was the freedom of the old religion* Popular imagination
will construct anything hi moments of exasperation, and the
idea took root that a plot was on foot to compel by force a change
in the religion of the English, To-day we smile at such folly,
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